munion. This is a marked advance.’ 
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Prayer for Christian Unity will again be offered from January 
18th to 25th this year as in past years in many parts of the world. 
In his letter commending the observance the Rev. Fr. Dalby, 
Superior General $.S.J.E., Chairman of the Council for the Week 
of Prayer for Christian Unity, writes that “ for the first time we 
are able to issue a Prayer Leaflet which will be used by Roman 


Catholics and Nonconformists as well as ourselves. Also for 


the first time the Roman Catholic speaker at the London Meeting 
at 6 p.m. on Thursday, January 18th, at the Central Hall, 
Westminster, will come with theofficial approval of his com- 


Literature issued by the Council for the Week of Prayer for 


Christian Unity may be obtained from the Secretary, C.W.P.C.U., 


6 Hyde Park Gate, S.W. 7, and other literature issued by the 
Church Unity Octave Counc ‘il may be had from the Hon. Secretary, 
C.U.0.C., Mr. -R. L. k-lderton, Egdean, Fittleworth, Sussex. In 
both cases applications for literature should be acc ompanied by a 
contribution towards the expenses of printing and distribution. 


u 


We conchide this reminder with two short extracts from a 
leaflet written by the Rev. Hugh Ross Williamson and issued by 
the C.W.P.C.U. 

‘“ During this Week of Prayer, it is asked of us that we approach 
Jesus Christ, Whom we all acknowledge as God, by the light that 
He has given to us, not questioning other lights. Catholics and 
Protestants the world over are praying together, none com- 
promising his conscience, each in humility surrendering his will. 
* Thy will be done on earth as it isin Heaven.’ ”’ 

“It is for God's action that we are praying— that our Lord 
will unite all Christians in that peace and unity which is agreeable 
to His will ’—and the modes of this action are not limited to 
man’s discovery of a formula. Historically, theologically, 
rationally, the barriers may seem insuperable, but they are our 
barriers, not His. It is enough that we faithfully build the altar, 
| believing that God will send the. frre, even though we cannot see 


whence the fire will come.’ 
* * * * 

The Continuing Anglicans in the Archdeaconry of Nandyal have 
been faced with an acute shortage of clergy since the inauguration 
of the Church of South India. On St. Luke’s Day, October 18, 
1950, a Theologicat’School for the training of ordinands was 
opened at Giddalur with four students. It is hoped that this will 
prove a means of great blessing to the Church in this area, and our 
readers are asked to support the School by their prayers. 

The Metropolitan had arranged to visit the Archdeaconry from 

‘November 8-16 to hold Confirmation services in eight places and 


to ordain three candidates to the permanent diaconate. ~ 
* * * * . 


‘Church Relations in England,’’ the Report of Conversations 
between Representatives of the Archbishop ef Canterbury and 
Representatives of the Evangelical Free_Churches in England 
(S.P.C.K., 2s. 6d.), has, at the time of writing, been so recently 
published that we do no more than present a very short summary 
of it on a later page. Articles‘on-this impertant Report; written 
for us by the Rev. Dr. E. L. Mascall of Christ Church, aaa and 
other writers, will be published in future issues. Bet 


* . * * 


** Priesthood and Reunion. Copies of Fr. Haselmayer’s 
valuable article, printed as our combined Nov./Dec. issue of 
Fatth and Unity, are still available, price 6d. each, postage extra. 

Copies of our leaflet and prayer paper, ‘Stand Fast in the 
Faith,”’ are-also available. No charge is made for these, but a 
contribution towards the cost will be gratefully acknowledged. 
Apply to the Secretary, C.D. C. P., 6 Perth Road, Beckenham, 


Kent. 
222 


| 


THE UNITY OF THE CHURCH 


ts of vital interest to churchmen all over the world and ts being 
sought after in many ways and in many places. Twenty-eight 
out of the hundred and eighteen Resolutions of the 1948 
Lambeth Conference deal with this question, and the Bishops’ 
Encyclical Letter lays upon us all * the duty . . . to work and 
pray for the Reunion of Christendom "' 7 


THIS CALL TO WORK AND PRAY 


can meet with a full response only from those who know what 
is being doyetto try to overcome the many difficulties which 
stand in the path towards unity, and are aware of the schemes = 
and proposals for reunion which are being discussed. It 1s not 
enough that those immediately concerned should know: the 
matter is one that concerns us all. 


‘‘ FAITH AND UNITY ” 


is the name of a monthly leaflet devoted to spreading know- 

ledge about the movements towards reunion. For more than 

two years it has been sponsored by the Council for the Defence 

of Church Princjples in England, but it is now published in ° 
co-operation with the Joint Committee on Doctrine of the 
American Church Union and the Clerical Union. These two . 
bodies decided to pool the information which they gather from | 
correspondents in all parts of the world, and they aim to pro- 

vide a service of news and comments on reunion matters for all 

members of the Anglican Communion. 


YOUR INTEREST .AND CO-OPERATION 


in this effort are invited. The minimum subscription ts 

shillings (sixty-five cents) a year, but if you can send four, 

that will also pay the postage on your copy ; and if you can 

send five shillings (a dollar) or more, you will be he Iping to 

carry on the work of the Council. Please fill in the form é 
below and send it with your cheque, money order or postal 

order, payable to C.D.C.P., to the Secretary, ©.D.C.P., 6 Perth 

Road, Beckenham, Kent, England. 


To THE SECRETARY, C.D.C.P., 
© Perth Road, Beckenham, Kent, England. 


[ enclose a subscription 
towards the funds of the ¢ ouncil, and wish to receiv?........+++ 
copies of Faith and Unity each month for a year. 


PLEASE WRITE IN BLOCK CAPITALS. 


Name and Address. 


Q 
| 
| 
| 
d 


THE APPROACH REUNION 
IX.—THE EPISCOPATE 


THERE is something of a paradox in the Church of England in 
that those of her members who have done most to preserve the 
dignity of the whole Sacred Ministry, including the office of a 
Bishop, have themselveS suffered most at the hands of the 
Bishops. On the question of reunion, however, there seems no 
apparent cause for alarm that something called “ the episcopate ” 
may be lost. Even those Bishops who are prepared to give away 
nearly all the rest of the Catholic Faith and Order seem to cling 
tenaciously to the episcopate.as a prerequisite for any united _ 
Church. This may, of course, be due to the basic instinct of 
self-preservation, a reluctance to cut off the branch on which 
they are sitting. Catholics should be thankful for that at least. 
It is urged on all sides that the episcopate must be preserved. 
Nonconformists, it is said, are agreed. “:Church Relations in 
England,” the Report of Conversations between Representatives 
of the Archbishop of Canterbury and Representatives of the 
Evangelical Free Churches in England, is concerned largely with 
considering the Archbishop's proposals that the Free Churches 
should * take episcopacy ‘into their systems *’ as a preliminary 
to intercommunion with the Church of England. And Dr. Mick- 
lem has told us that Nonconformists practically have Bishops 
already, though they are not called by that name. What then 
are we to make of this? Should we rejoice that at least one side 
of the Lambeth Quadrilateral is likely to be well-received ? 


CONFLICTING THEORIES OF THE EPISCOPATE 


It is perhaps unfortunate at the start that the Report, ** Church 
Relations in England '’, takes as its basis of discussion the Lam- 
beth Quadrilateral statement of 1920. The subject of the Sacred 
Ministry received rather drastic treatment at the hands of the 
1920 Lambeth Conference, which will be clear if we set down the 
two forms, 

1. ‘ The Historic Episcopate, locally adapted i in the methods 
-of its administration to the varying needs of the nations 
and peoples called of God into the unity of His Church ” 
(Chicago 1886 ; Lambeth 1888). 

2. “A ministry acknowledged by every part of the Church 
as possessing not only the inward call of the Spirit, but 
also the commission of Christ and authority of the whole 
body '' (Lambeth 1920)—followed by the question, ** May 
‘we not reasonably claim that the Episcopate is the one 
means of transmitting such a ministry? ”’ 
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Now at once we are faced with two quite distinct theories about 
Episcopacy. The 1888 statement baldly stated the Episcopate 
(and by implication the whole of the Sacred Ministry) to be an 
essential fact, as essential.as the Bible, the Creeds and the Sacra- 


~-ments; and for the same reason, namely, that the Church of 


England believes all these things, Bible, Creeds, Sacraments and 
Sacred Ministry to be God-given things, part of His plan of 
Redemption, part of the very being of the Church, without which 
no Church is a true one. There is the one belief about Episco- 
pacy—and, incidentally,the solution to the paradox mentioned 


at the beginning of this article. 

The 1920 Statement of the Quadrilateral represents a quite 
different belief. Episcopacy is not mentioned in the statement 
of the Quadrilateral, but only in the question following. There 
it is not put forward as something given, existing, so to speak, in 
its own right, but as a means of doing something. And instead 
of a positive affirmation of its necessity, it is tentatively put 
forward for all Christian Communions to pass judgment upon. 
It is a short step from that to the belief that the Episcopal 
Ministry is something man-made: good and useful perhaps, or 
even very urgently needed, but not God-given, not essential, 
not part of the very being of the Church. 


This second belief about it is, in fact, the Nonconformists’ 
belief. They may admire episcopacy ; they may, as Dr. Micklem 
showed in his recent broadcast, recognize its blessings. They 
may even, because of these things, be prepared to accept it as a 
means to an end. But they do not share with the Church of 
England the belief that it is essential and God-given. And for 
this reason there can be no true unity on a basis of such acceptance 
ofepiscopacy. For there is within the subject itself a fundamental 
difference of belief. ey 

But, it may be replied, that difference already exists in the 
Church of England itself.. As Dr. Micklem said, ** In the Church 
of England there are many theories of episcopacy,’’ and he went 
on to show that some held one and some the other of the two 
beliefs indicated above. The Report too, makes much of the 
same thing. “It would be wrong,’”’ it says, ‘‘ to think that the 
‘one way of approach is the Anglican, the other the Free Church.”’ 
And yet can we say that it is impossible to state what the Church 
of England believes about this * officially ’’, that is, as distinct 
from what individual Anglicans’ opinions on the subject may be ? 
The only thing that this Report can find to say of the Anglican 
teaching on this subject is that it stands for the maintenance of 
an episcopal succession. It says nothing of whether the Anglican 
Church holds it to be Divinely-given and essential, or of human 
invention and desirable. As it claims to be the Report of repre- 
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sentatives, surely it is not too much to expect that it mi might haven ats 

_ Stated plainly what the Church of England belief in this matter 

is, instead of merely being the occasion for the ventilation of the 

representatives’ personal opinions. (See note at end of article.) : 


THE TEACHING OF THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND 


What does the Church of England teach about it? What does 
the Prayer Book, for example, say? In the rubric at the be- 
ginning of the Ordination of Priésts and Deacons it is directed 
that a sermon shall be preached declaring ‘‘ how necessary that 
Order is in the Church of Christ ’’. Not, you will notice, how 
good or how useful or how important, but how necessary. And 
not how necessary it is in the Church of England, but in the - 
whole Church of Christ. Is it a deliberate omission in the case 
of the Consecration of Bishops, or does the Anglican Church 
believe the whole of the Sacred Ministry to be necessary, Bishops 
included, and has omitted the reference in the Consecration of 
Bishops because there is no sermon at all? In both the Consecra- 
tion of Bishops and the Ordination of Priests and Deacons, the 
Collect begins with the words: ‘* Almighty God (giver of all good 
things), who by thy Holy Spirit hast appointed divers orders of 
Ministers in thy Church.’’ That is, the Sacred Ministry is be- 
lieved to be of Divine origin, not of human invention. And if 
it is replied that ** divers orders ’’ can include non-episcopal as 
well as episcopal ministries, the Preface to the Ordinal declares 
that “4rom the Apostles’ time there have been these Orders of wes! 
Ministers in Christ’s Church; Bishops, Priests, and Deacons ”’. 
And that the Church of England believes this to be no mere 
invention of man at the Apostles’ time, is shown by the words 
of the opening collect at the Consecration of a Bishop :— 

‘ Almighty God, who by thy Son Jesus Christ didst give to _ 
thy holy Apostles many excellent gifts, and didst charge them to 
- feed thy flock : Give grace, we beseech thee, to all Bishops, the 
Pastors of thy Church. . 

The intention of it is clearly to unite the Consecration of the 
Bishop to the Apostolate, and both to Our Lord Himself as the - 
- origin of the succession. This is the only “ theory of the Episco- 
pate’’ that the Church of England teaches in her formularies, 
whatever theories individuals may hold; just as Anglican 
formularies know only one belief about the Divinity of Christ, 
or His Resurrection, for example, although there are those within 
the Church of England who deny both. 


% THe INCONSISTENCY OF FAcING Botu Ways 


This belief of the Church of England is what is enshrined in the 
original statement of the Quadrilateral on episcopacy, though 
me ace the inclusion of the word “‘ historic ’’ opened the way to 
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new miwaven the other belief and the 1920 mutilation of it. In origin it can 


begins with Christ. But it gave encouragement to the view that 
episcopacy was something evolved by man in the course of the 
Church's history. But this is a fundamentally different view of 
it, and there can be no compromise between them. If the 
Anglican, and Catholic, belief is wrong, and the Episcopal 
Ministry is not an inseparable, essential part of the whole Faith 
and Order of the Church, let us honestly say so- If it is mght, we 
must hold fast to it as part of the sacred trust committed to us. 
At the moment it looks as if we are trying to do both by asking 
non-episcopal bodies to accept it as essential but for reasons of 
merely human usefulness. There is an element of dishonesty 
about this, at best unintentional. We are attempting to obscure 
the fact that we cling to Episcopacy for theological reasons 
(although any Nonconformist has only to look at the Book of 


‘Common Prayer to see that it is so) and are seeking to “ sell ’’ 


Episcopacy for reasons of its apparent usefulness. Perhaps we 
shall find that the “ rank and file ’’ of Nonconformity will not 
be so easily deceived, for it is not an easy task for the Church of 
England to commend Episcopacy to them on utilitarian grounds. 
They have as good a case if their reply is to ask us, for the sake 
of unity, to abandon Episcopacy— also on utilitarian grounds. 
There is the futility, if not the dishonesty, of the proposal to 
accept episcopacy without accepting any particular theory of 
interpretation of it. It ignores the fact that that proposal itself 
is a theory of interpretation, namely, that it may or may not be 
believed to be essential. To call such a situation “ unity ’’, to 
insist on the magic word *‘ Episcopacy "’ and then to add that it 
can mean anything or nothing would seem to be reducing the 
Divine gift of the Faith to the level of superstitious mumbo-jumbo. 

_ Let us face honestly the fact that many Christians gave up 
episcopacy because they thought-it-resulted in more harm than 
good. And others, the Church of England included, retained it. 
and continue to retain it because, in spite of the evils of its abuse, 
despite the fact that its members have no voice in the “ election ”’ 
of their Bishops, they thought it to be still something God-given 
and essential. And this must be the only reason for its continued , 
existence in a united Church, united in the conviction that here 
is something from God. To make of the subject a bargain counter 
where all denominations may stand and snatch what remnants 
of rights and privileges they can, will result in a wedding- 
garment ill-fitting the Bride of Christ. L. F. CHapp. 


It 1s, perhaps, worth noting that the Anglicans were, as the sub- 
title of the Report states, “* Representatives of the Archbishop of 
Canterbury,” not of the Church of England.—Ed. 
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“ CHURCH RELATIONS IN ENGLAND”: 


Tue Report opens with a Preface signed by the Bishop of 
Derby and the Rev. Dr. Nathaniel Micklem, alternating Chair- 


amen of the Joint,Conference, in the course of which they say that 


thé members of the Conference “ have worked out-together the 
necessary implications of the Archbishop's sermon as we see 
them. We are unanimous in the statement of them set forth in 
our final chapter. We are not fully unanimous in being ready 
to commend them to our Churches, though a large majority on 
both sides will assuredly plead for their most serious con- 
consideration 


The Archbishop of Canterbury’s Cambridge sermon, ““ A Step 
Forward in Church Relations,’ out of which the Conference 
arose, is next reprinted, and then follows the Report proper. 


The first chapter, Introductory,” begins with a historical 
survey of the background from the ‘Appeal to all Christian 
People ’’ of the Lambeth Conference of 1920, and closes with 
quotations from the Archbishop’s cautionary words, spoken in 
Convocation on September’ 12, 1950, as to the use he wishes to 
be made of the Report, “‘ that the Report should have careful 
and dispassionate examination and that some of its issues should 
be thought out thoroughly, before any judgments upon it are 
made ’’. There follow three chapters on the Nature, the Faith, 


and the Ministry of the Church. 


In the final chapter, ‘ Conclusion,’’ it is again emphasized 
that “‘we who present this Report have not been conducting 
negotiations or attempting to draw up any schemes for reunion 
or intercommunion. Our task has been to discuss the implica- 
tions of the Archbishop of Canterbury’s Cambridge Sermon and 
to report on what in our judgment would be involved in any 
attempt to give effect to the suggestions contained in it. It will 
be for the Churches to decide whether as a result of our work 
they shall enter upon the stage of definite negotiations ’’, which 
would “‘ have to be conducted in a parallel series between the 
Church of England on the one hand and the individual Free 


~Churches on the other, aiming at a number of agreements 


regulating future practice ’’. 
Any such agreement would, in the opinion of the Conference, . 
have to include at least six points, none of which must be treated 


in isolation :— 
1. Doctrinal agreement. 


2. The Free Church would “ take episcopacy into its system ”’ 
and adopt episcopal ordination as its rule for the future. 
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In its ‘‘ comment "’ on this the Report observes that “ in regard 
to Ministers of the Free Churches who have not been episcopally 
ordained, grave difficulties would be involved in the existence 
of two types of Ministry within a single Church. Those dithculties 
might be removed if it proved possible to work out, by mutual 
agreement, some form of further commissioning which would be 
satisfactory both to the Free Church and to the Church of 
England.’ 

3. Mutual admission to Communion of ** baptized and duly 
commended communicant members in good standing ’’, though 
Anglicans would only receive Communion from episcopally 
ordained ministers or those who had been ** further commissioned 
to the Presbyterate "’ 

Contirmation, episcopally administered is commended, 
though © without making it a condition of intercommunion "’ 

5. The Free Church would maintain intercammunion-with 
non-episcopal Churches, though the Charch of England would not, 
but ‘‘ would yet not re gard the matter as one whic h should stand 
in the way of the achievement of intercommunion between itself 
and the Free Church. | 

‘*Comment.—This principle is as important to the Free Churches 
as the acceptance of episcopacy is to Anglicans.”’ 

6. ‘ The continued existence of parallel Churches in the same 
area, even though they should come to be fully in communion 
with one another, ought not to be regarded as being more than 
a temporary stage on the road to full unity.’ 

To four of these six points the Report adds some ‘** comment "’ 
of its own. Finally, * the Conference is satisfied that only upon 
such terms as these could the Archbishop's proposals be imple- 
mented....-. Although not all members of the Joint Conference 
would, as at present advised, be prepared as individuals to com- 
mend the suggested policy to their Churches, many on both sides 
would be prepared to do so. All members of the Conference would 
plead that no Communion should refuse this way towards closer 
unity except under an inescapable sense of obligation. .. . We are 
well aware that the impli¢ations as we see them of the Arch- 
bishop’s proposal will be for many difficult to accept.”’ 


Communications for the Editor and Annual Subscriptions to 
Faith and Unity, which may commence at any time (minimum 
subscription, post free, four shillings a year), should be sent to the 
Secretary, C.D.C.P., 6 Perth Road, Beckenham, Kent, England. 
Receipts for amounts under ten shillings will be enclosed with the 
next issue after the subscription has been received. 
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